
PROVO RIVER DTSTRTBUTION SYSTEM
MTNUTES OF THE ANNUAL MEETING OF BOARD OF DTRECTORS

,f anuary L2, 1988

Pursuant to the Articres of Association, as anended bythe Provo River Distribution system, and due notice havingbeen given to all mernbers, the Board of Directors of th;Provo River Distribution systen convened at 10:00 A. M. onJanuary L2,1988 in Roon 311 of the utah county courthouse.

Chairnan iI. Edwin Ure presided.

On rolL call, the following Board members were present 3

.t. Edwin Ure, Chairnan
Shernan A. Giles

Kenneth Van l{agoner, Vice-Chair.
Carl H. Carpenter
Stanley H. Roberts
Kenneth R. Gillman
Mack A. Anderson

.f ack M. Gardner , Secty . -Treas .

Ferrell Knigrht
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Also present were:

Stanley H. Roberts, Jr.
Sheldon Talbot

Rick ,I. Cox

Lloyd Provost

Provo River Connissioner
Central Utah tfater

Conservancy District
Provo River lfater Users

Association
Heber City



CORRECTTON AND ADOPTION OF MTNUTES
iTANUARY 13, 1987
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OF ANNUAL MEETING HEI.D ON

There being no corrections or anendments, Director Giles
moved t.hat, the minutes be adopted, seconded by Director car-penter and carrled unaninously.

EIJECTTONS OF OFFTCERS FOR 1988

Chairman Ure advised that
to nominate and elect officers

next order of business was
the ensuing year.

the
for

whereupon Director Giles moved that the rures be sus-pended and by accramation the present officers be reerected,
seconded by Director Knight and carried unaninousry.

L987 FTNANCTAIJ SIATEMENT AND DEIJTNQUENT AccouNTs

At the request. of Chairman Ure, Secretary Gardner pre_sented the last year's financiar statenent as prepared andsubnitted by the State Engineer,s office ol tne River
!ry1t9nls operat,ions, noting that the assessment was set at$4{ ' 100.00 and there were receipts from assessments ofS43,875.50, receipt,s of delinguent-accounts of S23g.g4 for atotal recej.pts of S4,{,11{.34. It was noted that the interesthad not yet been posted and the interest wouLd be about slooowhich would bring the total reeeipts to about $45, OOO. OO Theexpenditures during the year were 545,077.7g. The Distribu_tion Trust Fund as of becember 31, 19gz had a barance of
s8 ' 090.66 and s4G, ooo. oo had been budgeted as against the ac-tual expenditure of S45,0?7.23.

Director Van rfagoner moved that the LggT FinanciaLstatement be accepted for fir.ing. Director Gires secondedthe motion and it carried unanim6usly.

rt was noted that the derinquent water assessmentsamounted to a total due of $gZ5.gG. Of this amount S5Z4.ZOwas fron 7 accounts out of the 50 del.inquent accounts thatwere over 2 years oLd.
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DLrector Carpenter moved that Commissioner Roberts fol-
low through with the collectlon of the Largest dellnquent ac-
counts Nunbers 195 and 176 and to follow through with the ad-judication department of the State Engrineer's office to
deternine which rights nay be abandoned and which are col-Lectable. Director van wagoner seconded the notion and itcarried unanimously.

COMMTSSIONER'S REPORT ON 1987 OPERATTON:

comnissioner Roberts presented the 19g? Annual Reportsnoting that the 1985 and 19gG Annual Reports would be out byt,he first of March.

whereupon comnissioner Roberts calred on Deputy commis-sioner Giles for his report of distribution of - th; wasatchDivision during the past irrigation season.

Deputy comnissioner Gires noted that t,he winter1986-87 was very mild. The water year was below normalnoisture content.
of
in

The spring of 1982 was drier than normal
!lr" irrigation season starting at Ieast twothan usuaL. Most of the canals had water inniddLe of Aprit.

resultlng in
weeks earlier
then by the

Due to the berow average snorr pack and earry spring, therunoff, on the Provo River was earliir in the season- t,han nor-mal and the river never reached the peak flows that we havebeen aecustomed to. The provo River peaked on May 19 with atotal flow of L2L9 c.f.s. at the midwiy upper bridge and thenatural river at 8L7 c. f. s.

For the distribution we were abre to suppl.y 1oo percentof first clasg rights through .rune 24 and Go percent throughthe remainder of trune. Due to sone good summer rains we vrere
lbl" to suppry 70 percent of the fiist class rights throughiluly and 55 percent through August and septenber,
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In the Heber Valley, two canals, Tinpanogos and Exten-
sion, with fourteenth clasE water rights and sone storage at
t,he head of the river vrere shut off dry and were out of water
on ilune 30.

Because of the light winter and the restrictions placed
on some of the reservoirs by the Forest Service, ?r€ were only
able to store about 50 percent of the capacity of the reser-
voirs at the head of the Provo. llith the storage we had and
some water from the Duchesne Tunnel, w€ were able to rnake the
exchange for the users in the Kanas Valley for their water
Etored in the Deer Creek Reservoir.

Deputy Comnissioner Giles then stated that he enjoyed
his work as Deputy conrnrissioner on the provo River in 199?
and thanked the peopre who worked with him, The water users
on the Provo River, the Provo River Distribution System, Com-
nissioner Roberts, the state Engineer's office, the provo
River tlater users Association for its help in making eguip-nent and operators availabl.e to build rock diversion damsalong the upper provo.

commissLoner Roberts reported that this year proved tobe nuch different from the wet ones of recent tirn!. There
was ninimal runoff due to lack of snow and thus strearn flows
were Low all year.

Deer Creek Reservoir was declared fut t May 4
mained full until r.Iune 3.

and re-

cl-ass A rights erere reduced to g0 percent for the period
,June 29 through.Iuly 20i 90 percent through August 6, and lOOpercent for the reet of the summer.

An historic event occurred on septenber 1g when utah
Power and Light ceased operation at its olmsted Hydro plant.
The pipeline in the canyon is now part of the cintral utahProject and will be used to convey c.u.p. water to the oremTreatment Prant and int.o the .rordan Aqueduct Reach 4 for de-livery to the Riverton Treatnent pLant.
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Distribution on the Provo River is going to be conpLi-
cated by the i.ntervention of C.U.P. now being del.ivered water
into the U.P. & L. flume. The Class ,A' rights including
Provo Bench canal will now have to be allowed to flow 'down
the river and pass the Murdock Diversion Dan. fn prior yeare
these waters were diverted into the flune and delivered below
the Murdock Diversion Dan and t,he river was regulated nuch
easier than wilL now be required. comnissioner Roberts ex-plained that Provo River t{ater Useis Association was storing
alL the natural flow of the Provo River. That storage water
waE being rereased to Ml{D of sart Lake ci.t,y and orem city and
diverted at the oLmsted flume. MWD of salt Lake city water
is being punped into the salt Lake Agueduct up to a maximumof 55 c.f.s. sone c.u.P. Deer creek Reservoir storage wateris being released to keep provo River flowing 1oo c.f.s. be-
tween Deer creek and the olmsted Diversion Dam as was agreedto by the u. s. Bureau of Recl.amation and central utahProject as part of the categorical exclusion under the impactreport covering the c,u.P. The releases srere intended to befrom Jordanelle after compretion at which time there would bewater stored in .rordaneLle f or these releases . rt i{BS r how-ever, inadvertentJ.y nade subject to c.u.p. water in Deer
Creek Reservoir,

commissloner Roberts noted that as of ,January 11th,1988, the water content and percent of normal at the Trlar
Lake and Tinpanogos neasuring stations were as forl.ows:

Trial Lake 7.6" of water 519 of average

Timpanogos Divide 5.2" of water 43t of averagle

connisgioner Roberts expressed his appreciation to theBoard' State Engineer and others for their cooperation in the1987 season.

NOMINATION OF T{ATER COMT{TSSIONER AND DEPUTY COMMTSSIONER FOR
1988

rt was then noted that comnissioner Roberts was the onlycandidate for Commissioner.

lfhereupon Director Knight moved that stan Roberts bereconnended !o the State Engineer as Provo River Cornmissionerfor the ensuing year



The motion waE
ried unanimously.

Commissioner
sioner Giles to be
year.
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seconded by Director Van l{aqoner and car-

Roberts then recommended Deputy Cornnis-
the Deputy Conmissioner for the ensuing

l{hereupon Director Roberts noved that Sherman GileE be
nominated as t.he Deputy connissioner to be recommended to the
State Engineer aa Deputy Commissioner for the ensuing year.

The motion was seconded by Director Anderson and carried
with Director Giles abstaining f,ron voting.

BUDGET AND ASSESSMENT 1988

chairman ure called for a discussion of the budget andassessment. Director Gilrnan asked if there was any one be-ing farniliarized with the distribution of water in the
l{asatch Division of the Provo River Decree. Director Giresadvised that he had a man that some time acconpanied him as
he made his rounds to regulate the river. compensation for atrainee as Deputy Comrnissioner was discussed.

Director Roberts moved that a item be included in the
budget to pay annualJ_y 5400.00 to a trainee as Deputy Cornnis-sioner. The notion was seconded by Director Anderson andcarried unanimously.

The adjustnent of the salaries of the conmissioner andDeputy Connissioner were diEcussed,

Director carpenter moved that the commissioner,s annualsalary be set at 915,000. Director Gillman seconded the tno-tion and it carried unanimously.

Director van t{agoner noved that the Deputy commissionersalary be set at S14,d00. Director Knight selonded the mo-tion and it carrled unanimously.
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Mr. Talbot, representing Central Utah tlater Conservancy
District, stated that Cornmissioner Roberts will be requl.red
to spend more tine in reguLating the distribution of water in
the Provo Division of the Provo River Decree due to the in-
tervention of C.U.P. now using the U. P. & L. flume to convey
water to the Orem and ilordan Treatment P1ants and that Cen-
tral Utah Water Conservancy District was willing to pay an
assessnent of $6,000.00 to the State Engineer to compensate
Commissioner Roberts for these additional responsibilities.
Secretary Gardner advised that he would add the assessment to
the 1988 budget. Other it,ems of the budget were discussed
and iten 4 travel expense was set at S3,300, Item 10, bonds
and insurance premiuns rrere reduced to $200.00, and Item L4
was set at S5, 000.00. Secretary Gardner advised that he
would prepare a budget wit.h the adjust.ments in retirenent and
Social Security and the above items to present at the neeting
with the State Engineer on Thursday, January 14th for ap-
proval.

The 1988 assessnent was discussed and it was the conBen-
sus of the Board that the assessment would be set at the
meeting with the state Engineer after the budget was finar-
ized.

OTHER BUSINESS

chairman ure caLled attention to the following letter
dated Decenber 31, L987 .

NOTTCE TO PROVO RIVER DISTRIBUTION WATER USERS:

Notice is hereby given that in compliance with Title 73,
Chapter 5, Utah Code annotated, 1953, a meeting of the water
users of the PRovo RrvER DrsrRrBUTroN sysrEM and representa-
tives of the Division of water Rights will be herd Thursday,
,January 14, 1998 at 10:00 A.M. The meeting will be at:


